IIWSI 


iM(*\ — N()t.(‘S on the Lol)(‘li;is of S(ei)lu‘ii Mlliott 


it; 


) 


Thwaitks, F. T. IIKM. Outline of (llaeial (leology. Edwards Brothers, 
Inc. Ann Arbor Mich. 

Wilson, L. It. 1932. The Two Creeks Forest Bed, Manitowoc County, 
Wisconsin. Trans. Wis. .\cad. 27: 31 ~4t). 

-— 1935. A Nipissing flora of th(‘ Apostle Island Region of Wis¬ 
consin. Bull. Torr. Bot. dub. 62: 533-535. 

-1936. Further studies of the Two Creeks Forest lied, Mtinit.o- 

woc County, Wisconsin. Bull. Torr. Bot. Club. 63: 317-325. 

Wilson, L. K. and E. F. (Ialloway. Microfossil succession in a noji; 

in northern Wisconsin. Ecol. 18: ll.’t-llS. 


NOTES ON THE LOBELIAS IN THE HEKBAUILAl 

OF STEPHEN ELLIOTT 


Bookhs A1( Vaicji 

Whilk ill C’harle.ston, South Carolina, in .inne ltK-17, tin* writer had 
the opportunity, through the kiiulne.s.s of Mrs. Frances Barrington 
atid Air. Roliert Lnnz, Jr., of the stall of the Charleston Mnsenni, to 
exainiiH' the I^olielias in tlie herharinm of Stephen l^lliott. The 
Elliott collection was of special interest hecan.se of the uncertain ap- 
jilication of the names of .several Lolx'lias mentioned in the “Sketch.”' 
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atnocmi Mich., 




[.ohtila (Udi/fonidiia Mich.,” “ Lohrll.ii 


jnihrndn Alich.” and “ Lohrlia pallldfi Alnhl.” are all inclnded hy 
Elliott, and, as type material of the.se species has so lar not hecn found, 
it was thought his herbarium, being nearly contemporaneous with 
those of Michanx and Muhlenberg, might throw .some light upon the 
identities of the above species. It was hoped to di.scover also the 
identity of L. puherula var. (/Inhrllu Elliott.* 

The coll(‘ction now contains sixteen speeimens of the genus Loheha, 
all from tin* Fnited States. Following is tin* completi* list: 

1. L. Cakdinalis L. No <lata with specimen. 

2. L. .siPHiLiTK A L. No data with spi'cimen. 

J. L. KLONG.vi’A Small. Labelled “ L. (iniornaf Alich.” and “ I lab. 
in hnmidis.” 

4. L. (JLA.NDi LosA Walt. Labelled “in hnmidis” and with what is 
apparently a corruption of Alichaux’s L. rrd.ssiusculd. 

L. lUTUKHULA Michx. Labelled “ L. jnihrruld Mich.” and “hab. 

in humidis.” 

(). L. sFicATA Lam., var. lkptost.vchys (A.DC.) Mack, k Bush. 
Two .specimens: one labelled “Carol. Sept. Dr. Schweinitz” and with 
an unpublished name cre<lited to Schreber; the other labelhsl 
Clautomaiia; hab. juxtti Columbiam, S. C., Mr. Herbemont.” 
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* P^LLIOTTN S 
vols. Charleston, 1S16-1S24. 
’ Elliott, op. cit. 1: 2r»7. 
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7. L. si>i<M'A Liim., var. okkunalis McVau^^li. NO data with 
speciiiuMi? 'Phis plant is <>ii tlx* same slx'et with the ix'xt. and it is 
possible that the flats* .itiven .in* meant to ;ip|)ly to both. 

S. L. siMCATA Lsim., v;ir. scaposa Me\’i*n^di. ladjelled “ Lohclia 



Hal». Mstr. Mr. ()emh*r.” .VIso hilx'lh'd with si esipitsd “P” 
which Ix'ffins si word; tlx* rest of the word hsis Ixx'ii torn oil*, and msiy 
po.ssibly hsive Ix'cn “ Pi'iin,” indieatitift; that tlx* plsint eanx* from Mary¬ 
land or Petm.sylvsinisi. 

1). li. INKLATA 1>. 'I'wo spi'eimens: one Isdx'lled “.Mr. Pereival’’; 


tlx* otlx*r labelled “Hsib. Penti. ” 

10. L. PAi.t’DOSA .\ntt. Lsibelh*d “hab. St. .Mary’s, (ieorj:. Dr. 
Baldwin.” 

11. L. NtiTTAi.i.i K. & S. 'I'wo sp(*eimens: oix* labelled “ L. (jiiti-tlis" 

“ / 
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Hal). Csirol. Si’pt. Dr. Sehw(*init'/”; tlx* ot.lx*r lsibelh*d 


smd 

Kdlmli. Msti--\itfi. in hnmidis frefptens.” 

12. L. K.M.iMM \j. Two s|x*eimens: one lsdx*lled “Mr. Whitlow. 
.\(*w York”; tlx* other was .sent to h'lliott by John Torrey sitxl is 
labelh*d with sm mipnblished nsinx* of Kddy’s and “iti tlx* w(*st(*rn 
l)sirt of tlx* stati* of .\ew AOrk (Kddy).’’ 

l{efer(*nee to tlx* sibove list (*nsibh*s us to place .some ol Klliott’s 
nanx*s with e(*rtainty. Hi* lists iti the “Sk(*teh” a total of 0 speei(*s, 
of which -I (//. ('(irtli)i(dis, L. .siphilitico, L. jiuhcruUi, L. injlafii) sire 
plsiinly the s]x*eies now ktiown by the same mimes. His int(*rpr<*tsi- 
tion of “/.. (jlauduh.sa W’silt.” is probsibly the same as the nxxh'rn 
one, while his “/.. Kiihiiil." of Csirolina smd (leorgisi is />. SiiftnUi. 

\i. k S. 

.\s pre\ioiisly pointed oiit,^ the identity of />. iniioniii .Miehsiu.x is 
not surely known; his <le.serii)tion‘- may sipply to what is now esdied 


/.. cloiiiiniii Smsill. Tlx 



of SI jdaiit of the hitter s|x*eies. 


lsdx.*lh*d “ L. iiiiioniit't Mich.,” in hJliott’s herbarium, makes it probable 

thsit “ L. iniiinnii" of the “ Sk(*teh ” wsis not tlx* mountain and uplsind 

plant now passing’ by that name, but tlx* Coastsil Plain species nsitive 

sibout (’hsirleston. Sinei* the elder Miehsiu.x also was familiar with the 

low eountrv of South Carolinsi, it mav well be that his “/.o/a/zu 

« • 

iniiiiniii" refi*rs to the same plant sind that wi* are iisiiift the name 
wrongly at pre.sent. I iitil evidence to the eontrsiry is presi'iited, 
howev(*r, we must use SniaH’s tianie for the eosistal plant. 

.Vnother specific nsinic of somewhat doubtful sijiplication is Mieh- 
aii.x’s Lobelia (JIai/foniana. It was referred by the writer* to L. .spieata 
var. originaliis, but a recent letter from Profes.sor F. K. W’immer of 

I Itnouou.i 38: sisa. mail. 

■ Kl. Hor.-Ani. 2: 15a. l.soa. 

^ UnoixotA .38: aos. lUati. 
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Vicuna states that in the Delessert Herbarium there is a specimen of 
L. ('layto7ii<nia, sent l)y Miehaux himself, whieli differs from L. spicata 
Lamarck by tlie pr(‘senc(‘ of well-marked calyx-appendages. Profes¬ 
sor Wimmer consich'rs this plant to be closely related to, or identical 
with, L. Ii'pfoslitrliji.s .\.1)C. In vi(*w of thes(‘ facts, it is interesting to 
se<“ that Elliott’s “ L()hrli(( Cldi/tonidiui” from Columbia, S. C. is the 
])laut now kiu)wu as /.. spirald Lam., \ ar. Iryfo.sfdrhiif} (.V.DC.) Maek. 
& Bush. 

In the “Sketch”' the author states that he has .seen material of 
Lohdid jjdlluld" from Penu.sylvania, Tenne.ssee, St. Vlary’s, (Georgia 
and the low country of South ('arolina. His herbarium indicates that 
“ h. /Jdllldd." from Pennsylvania was L. splcdtd var. .scdposd, and that 
that from St. Mary’s, (ia., was L. pdlvdosd X’utt. This bears out tin* 
(•(uudusions previously stat(*d by the present writer.- 

’^riie only new name j)ro})osed by Elliott was a variety (ildhrlia of 
Lohrltd yiihi-nild, referred to above*. Tlu* tyj)e locality was given as 
('hatham Co., Georgia. This variety was .said to be very smooth, 
w ith lim‘ar-1 aneeolate leaves, and to be a jjossible intermediate be¬ 
tween pdhrrdid and 7>. (ilduddlo.sut. Xo material of it was found in 
the Elliott herbarium, so that the correct applicatif)n of the name re¬ 
mains in doubt. However, the description given by Elliott leads one 
to .suppo.s(* that he ha<l in mind a smooth, nearly eglandular plant of 
L. (/Idddiilofid; such individuals are not uncommon in that species. 
L. pdhrrdid var. (/Idhrlld Ell. j^robably does jiot refer to L. clongdfd 
Small, however, as was previously stated;'’ Elliott was evidently 
familiar with L. rUtd(jd1d, umh'r the name of “ L. diunrud." 
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XEVV (’OMBIN.XTIONS AND UNDESCIUHEI) FORMS 

iTiovr MissoriH 


.luni.^N A. Stkykkmauk 

.Ml specimens cited below may be found in the Herbarium of the 
Missouri Botanical Garden. 

Lophotocarpus cai.ycinus (Engelm.) J. G. Smith, forma fluitans 

(Engehn.) Steyermark, comb, nov., Sagittarid cdhicltut var. fluUdus 
Engelm. in Torr. Bot. Mex. Bound Surv. 212. bS.'iO; Lophoiornrpux 

' Klliott, Stephen, op. cit. I: 20.5. 

’ Rhodora 38: 318 and 350. 103(>. 

Rhodora 38: 202. I03r». 





